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Proofs of the Divinity of Jesus Christ from his 

miraculous resurrection. 

From the miracles. performed by Jesus 
Christ, during his sojourn on earth, we have 
already proved that he is God; but we have 
still a more convincing, a more powerful 
evidence of his divinity, in his miraculous 
resurrection. ; 

God only could have restored the dead to 
life; this is a proposition that cannot be con- 
troverted. If then we shall prove that Jesus 
Christ not only restored to life many during 
his life time, but also restored himself to 
life, by his own proper agency, we shall 
adduce a still more convincing proof that 
he was God himself. 

No truth can be more clearly ascertained 
than this miraculous resurrection. It is prov- 
ed—First, by his own prediction of this event 
before his death. 

Secondly—By the account of the Evange- 
lists, considered merely as a historical doc- 
ument. And thirdly, 

By the testimony of his apostles, and his 
other disciples, as delivered first to the Jews, 
and afterwards to the whole world. 

First proof—From the report of all the evan- 
gelists, it is certain, that Jesus Christ before 
his death, had often announced to his disci- 
ples, in private, as also to the Jews in public 
that in three days after his death he would 
rise again; that this resurrection was to be 
considered as miraculous, and as a decisive 
proof of the divinity of his mission and per- 








was to serve as an authentic confirmation, and 
a conviction so strong, as to leave the Jews 
no possible excuse for their incredulity. 


“ And Jesus, going up to Jerusalem, (St. 
Matthew, chap. 20, v. 17.) took the twelve 
disciples apart, and said to them: Behold, 
we go up to Jerusalem, and the Son of 
man shall be betrayed to the chief-priests 
and to the scribes, wid they shall condemn 
him to death; and shall deliver him to the 
gentiles to be mocked, and to be scourged, 
and to be crucified, and the third day he shall 
rise again.” Nothing can be more clear, 
more formal than this prediction, The same 
evangelist relates, chap. 12, v. 38, that some 
of the scribes and pharisees, having said to 
Jesus Christ, ‘ Master, we would see a sign 
from thee. But he answering, said to them: 
“ An evil and adulterous generation seeketh 
for a sign: and a sign shall not be given it, 
but the sign of Jonas the prophet. For as 
Jonas was in the whale’s belly three days 
and three nights, so shall the Son of man be 
in the heart of the earth three days and three 
nights.” 

In this passage, we see that our Saviour 
declared to the Jews, that Jonas, swallowed 
by a whale, and. miraculously preserved for 
three days in the body of that fish, and at 
the end of that time, thrown up on the sea- 
shore, had been a figure of his own death, 
burial, and resurrection; and that he gave 
them this miracle of his resurrection, as a 
sign or pre-eminent prodigy, which they 
should have received as a solemn and authen- 
tic proof of the divinity of his mission and 
person, 

St. John, chap. 10, v.17. “IT lay down 
my life, that I may take it upagain. No man 
taketh it away from me: but [ lay it down 
of myself: and I have power to lay it down: 
and I have power to take it up again.” In 
those words there is no ambiguity; they clear- 
ly express, that the enemies of Jesus Christ 


son: as giving a new force and weight to|could not have put him to death, but inas- 


those he had performed before, and which 





| much as it was his own will; and that he 





\had the 





power to rise again to life, after his 
death. 

These predictions of his resurrection were 
known ll over Jerusalem before his death; 
and it yas in consequence of their notoriety, 
that o the morning after his crucifixion, the 
chief-» -iests and the pharisees went in a body 
to Pilate, and said to him, (St. Matthew, 
chap. 27,) “‘ Sir, we have remembered that 
this seducer said, while he was yet alive: 
After three days I will rise again. Command 
therefore the sepulchre to be guarded until 
the third day, lest his disciples come and 
steal him away, and.say to the people—He 
is risen from the dead. So the last error shall 
be worse than the first.” 

From the foregoing passage, it is evident 
that Jesus Christ had publicly’ announced 
that he would rise from the dead on the third 
day; as also, that the chief-priests and phari- 
sees understood, that if the resurrection 
should take place as foretold, it would be con- 
sidered amongst the Jews as a miracle, and 
consequently a proof of the divinity of our 
Saviour, and that he was the Messiah; and 
hence, they must have formed the same opin- 
ion of this miracle, if such happened, as the 
christians did. 

In speaking to his disciples, and to the 
Jews, he scarce ever mentions his death, 
without connecting it with his resurrection. 
This event, which was the great consumma- 
tion of his miracles, he announces, as that 
which was best calculated to prove his mis- 
sion, and as a confirmation of all that he had 
predieted of himself. 

At the time of his prediction of his future 
resurreetion, he was performing all kis great 
miracles, in the most public manner, and in 
the presence of all Judea: he oommanded 
the elements; changed the laws of nature; 
at his fiet the dead were restored, and the 
seas and winds became hushed at his voice. 
—Every thing relating to his passion, as to 
time, place, and every minute circumstance, 
was known to his disciples, but not to the 
Jews. These, though determined on the death 
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of our Saviour, so far from having fixed a 
time, or passed any decree to that purpose, 
wished to postpone it until after the passover. 
The denunciation of Judas, and his offer to 
deliver up his Master, was the immediate 
cause that determined them to accelerate that 
tragedy, which was effected by the precipi- 
tate and tumultuary impulse of the moment— 
they had no knowledge of the minutiw, as 
predicted to the disciples, and yet those pre- 
dictions were verified to a precision truly as- 
tonishing. If then, every part of the passion 
is confessed to have been foretold with the 
same spirit of prophecy, and to have been ful- 
filled to the utmost exactness, why should not 
the resurreetion be included? If the rest of 
the prophecies of Jesus Christ, as given to his 
disciples and apostles; if his death and pas- 
sion, and the consequences attached to them; 





if the destruction of Jerusalem, and of the 
temple; if the dispersion of the Jews, and the 


Chaisty of Baltimore and Manuel Mazero of 
Caraccas. 

Algebra,—1st Prem. of Dil.—John B. Bid- 
dle of Philadelphia; 2d Prem. Teacle Wal- 
lace of Baltimore; acc. Isaac B. Owens, 
J. Monmonier, Henry Harris of Baltimore. 

Rational Arithmetic.—Prem. of Dil.—Co- 
lumbus Baltzell of Baltimore; acc. William 
Clagett, Thomas B. Randall of Baltimore, 
John O’C Barclay of Philadelphia; Henry 
Williams and James C. Reyburn of Balti- 
more, 

Practical Arithmetic.—1st Class—1st. Di- 
vision. Ist Prem. of Dil. Wm. Dunnington 
of Baltimore; 2d. Prem, ex,equo John Byrne, 
Francis Dunnington, and Garret Tarry of 
Baltimore; acc William Bogue, William 
Power, of Baltimore, James Arosemena, of 
Columbia, and James Frazier of Baltimore. 

2d Division.—Prem, of Dil. ex equo An- 
gelo Yturbide of Mexico, Christopher H. 


law being dispensed to the Gentiles; if the Armistead of Baltimore; acc. Anthony Ac- 


preaching of the Gospel, and its persecution | 


quirre of Havana Jas. Goll and Joseph Cha- 


and final success, be verified; if all those tard of Baltimore. 


things have been literally accomplished, can 
any reason be given, 


Second Class.—1st Prem. of dil. Geo. 


why the resurrection) Webb of Baltimore; 2d Prem. ex squo, 


should not be so equally? He that predict-| Lewis Leoni, and Lewis Klockgether of Bal- 


ed, and in whom all was accomplished, pre- | 


dicted also the resurrection—his infallibility 
in all the rest, should be considered as a test 
of the same infallibility in that. Hence we 
are authorised to conclude, that his having 
predicted his resurrection, had there been no 
other, should be received as an infallible 
proof of its truth. 


[TO BE CONTINUED. | 





From the Baltimore Republican. 
ST. MARY’S COLLEGE, Battimore. 


On the 13th instant in the afternoon, ex- 
periments on Natural Philosophy were per- 
formed as usual. 

On the 20th at 40’clock, P. M., Orations 
were delivered by the candidates for the hon- 
ors of the College, viz. 

On Astronomy, by Lewis Michael Cor- 
mick, of Georgia. 

On the influence of the Arts on Society, 
by Robert Miller Denison, of Balt. 

The degree of Bachelor of Arts, was after- 
wards conferred upon the above mentioned 
gentlemen. 

The degree of Master of Arts was confer- 
red on Edward J. Alcock, of Balt. 

Immediatety after the graduation, Premi- 
ums were distributed by the most Rev. Dr. 
Whitfield. 

PREMIUMS. 

Philosophy.—Premium of Eminence, Lew- 
is M. Cormick, of Georgia; accessit Robert 
Dennison, of Balt. 

Rhetoric.— Ist Prem. of Em. L. M. Cor- 
mick, 2d Prem.—John Ogden of Balt.—Prem 
of Composition, L. M. Cormick; ace. J. 
Ogden. 

Elocution.—Prem. of Em. ex exquo, L. 


M. Cormick and Henry Williams of Balti-| 


more, accessarunt J. Ogden, Teackle Wallis, 
and Oliver L. Jenkins of Balt. 


MatrHematTicaL DeparTMENT. 


ist Class of Mathematics.—Ist Prem. Em. 
O. L. Jenkins; 2d Prem. L. M. Cormick acc. 
J. Ogden. 

Geometry.—Prem. of Diligence; Corne- 
jus Leary of Baltimore: acc. Edward J. 


timore; acc. Matthew M’Laughlin of Balti- 
more; Joseph Guerrero of Porto Rico, Thos. 
Murphy of Ireland, William Barry, John 
Dalrymple, of Baltimore, and Philip Combs 
of St Mary’s County. 

Third Class.—ist Prem. of dil ex wzquo, 
Peter Maspero of New Orleans, and EKd- 
ward Salmon of Baltimore; 2d Prem. Wil- 
liam Hickman of Baltimore; acc. Joseph S. 
Mitche}l of Kent County, John Marige of 
Baltimore, Zebdiel Potter of Caroline coun- 
ty, John M’Intosh of Martinico. 

Geography.—First Class.—Ist prem. of 
dil. ex equo, Manuel Mazero, James C. 
Reyburn; 2d Prem. ex equo, Cornelius 
Leary and Henry Williams, acc. Edw. J. 
Chaisty and J. Monmonier. 

2d Class.—1st Division.—1st Prem. of dil. 
ex equo, Paul Arosemena of Colombia, C. 
Baltzell and Frederick W. Hoffman of Bal- 
timore; acc. Henry Harris, Joseph Elder, 
Benjamin Poultney of Baltimore, J. Arose- 
mena, Z. W. Potter. 

2d Division.—Prem. of dil. ex wquo, Isaac 


Baxley of Balt., William Dunnington; acc. 


William Barney of Balt. and Garret Barry. 

3d class—Prem, of dil. Lewis Leoni; acc. 
William Bogue, Charles Boarman, James 
Caustin, Joseph Chatard, James Seeds of 
Baltimore, and W Hickman. 


CuassicAL DEPARTMENT. 


Greek—lIst Class—Prem. of em. John 
B. Biddle; acc. J. Ogden and R- Denison; 
Prem. of comp. J. B- Biddle; ace. J- Ogden; 
Prem. of mem. J. B. Biddle. 

2d class—Prem of dil. O. L. Jenkins, 
Prem. of comp. O. L. Jenkins; Prem of mem, 
O. L. Jenkins. 

3d. class.—Prem. of dil. ex #quo, Teackle 
Wallis, E. J. Chaisty; acc. J. O’°C Barclay 
and J. B. Owens; Prem. of mem. ex wquo, 
E. J. Chaisty, and J. O’C. Barclay. 

4th class.—I1st Prem. dil. C. Baltzel]; 2d 
Prem ex zquo, T. B. Randall and W. Barney ; 
ace. Z. W. Potter and H. Harris; prem. of 
mem. ex zquo, Z. W- Potter, T. B. Randall, 
C. Baltzell, G. Purviance and H. Harris. 





jequo, J B. Biddle and O. L. Jenkins; acc. 


Latin—Latin Literature—Prem. of dil. ex 








J. B. Owens; Prem. comp. J. B, Biddle; ace: 
O. L Jenkins; Prem, of mem, ex equo, J, 
B. Biddle and O. L. Jenkins, 

Latin Poetry—Prem of dil. ex wequoy T, 
Wallis and E. J. Chaisty; 2d Prem. Manuel 
Mazero, acc. C. Baltzell; Prem. of mem, C. 
Baltzell. 

3d. class of Latin—Iist Prem. of dil, .H, 
Williams; 2d Prem. J. C Reyburn, acc, Hi 
Harris, Z. W. Potter and J Barclay. Prem, 
of comp. J. C, Reyburn and W. Barney; ace, 
H. Harris, H- Williams and J. Barclay. Prem, 
of mem. J. B. Randall; ace- H. Williams. 

4th class.—1st Prem. of dil. J. Monmonier. 
2d Prem. ex equo, B. Poultney and A. Ytur- 
bide; acé~C. Walter; E. Salmon andW. 
Clagett; Prem. of comp. ex equo, A. Ytur- 
bide and C Walter; acc. J Monmonier, E 
Salmon and W Clagett; Prem. of Mem. ex 
equo, J Monmonier, W Clagett, C Walter, 
A Yturbide, and B Poultney. 

5th class—Ist Prem. of dil. C. Leary, 2d 
Prem. ex «quo, Bernard Alsua, and Matthi- 
as Alsua, of Guyaquili; acc, F. Dunnington, 
and J. Byrne—Prem. of Comp. C. Leary; 
acc. B. Alsua, F. Dunnington, and M. Alsua. 
Prem. of mem. ex equo, C- Leary and M. 
Alsua; ace. F. Dunnington. 

6th class—Ist division —1Iist Prem. of dil. 
ex equo, W. Bogue and J. Chatard; 2nd. 
prem. ex wquo, J. T. Mitchell, and Elliot Poor 
of Balt. acc. James Caustin, John Armstrong, 
Orville Horwitz, John Muncks, Maximilian 
Neninger, and John Maree, of Balt, Prem. 
of Mem. W. Bogue. 

2d. Division—Prem. of dil. ex xquo, P. 
Combs, Raymond Menchaca, of Mexico, and 
L. Lioni; ace. J. Guerrero, Patrick Healey, 
of Balt. and Nicholas Dashiel, of Balt. 

FrENcH—Ist Class.—Prem. of dil. J. B. Biddle; 
acc. M. Mazero. Prem. of Comp. J. B. Biddle; ace. E. 
J. Chaisty. Prem. of Mem. J. B. Biddle; acc. L. J. 
Chaisty. 

2nd Class.—Prem. of dil. A. Yturbide; A. Aguirre. 
Prem. of Com. Peter Bauduy,of Delaware; acc. A. Ytur- 
‘bide. Prem. of Mem. P. Bauduy; acc. A Yturbide. 

3d Class.—Prem. of dil. ex equo, J. C. Reyburn, and 
8. Macintosh; 2d Prem. C. Leary; acc. B. Poultney, P. 
Maspero, and J. B. Owens. Prem. of Comp. J. C. 
Reyburn; ace. J. Mackintosh, and C. Leary. Prem. of 
Mem. ex quo, P. Maspero, J. C. Reyburn, J. Mackin- 
tosh, B. Poultney, and C. Leary; acc. Lewis Maspero, 
of New-Orleans, and G. Purviance. 

4th. Class.—Prem. of dil. P Arosemena; acc H Har- 
ris. Prem. of Comp. ex equo, P Arosemena, T B Ran- 
dall, and J Barciay; acc. H Harris, C Baltzell, and G 
Barry. Prem .of Mem. E Salmon, and T & Randall; 
acc. P Arosemena, Joseph Santana, of Caraccas, and H 
Harris. 

5th Class.—1st Prem. of dil. Charles Salmon of Balti- 
more; 2d Prem. ex equo, Z W Potter and W Barney; 
acc. J Chatard, J Mayrne and Lioni. Prem. of Comp. 
W Barney; acc. J Chatard, Z W Potter and O Hor- 
witz. Prem. of'Mem. L Lioni; acc. R Roney. 

6th Class.—Prem. of dil. J. Guerrero; acc. J Baxley, 
J Muncks, Charles Boarman of Baltimore, and P Combs. 
Prem. of Mem. [ Baxley; acc. William Sears of Balt. 

SpanisH—lst Class—Prem. of dil. ex aquo, M Ma- 
zero and P Arosemena; acc. C. Leary, A Yturbide, and 
J Arozemena. Prem. of Comp. P Arosemena; acc. M 
Mazero, A Yturbide and C. Leary. Prem. of Mem. ex 
wquo, P Arosemena, J Arosemena, C Leary and Antho- 
ny Acquirre; acc. M Mazero. 

2d Class.—Prem. of dil. ex equo, J B Biddle, B Al- 
sua and M Alsna; acc. J Santana. Prem. of Comp. ex 
zquo; J B Eiddle and M. Alsua; acc. B Alsua, and J 
Santana. Prem. of Mem. ex equo, J B Biddle, B Al- 
sua and M Alsua; acc. J. Santana. 

3d Class.—Prem. of dil. ex wquo, J C Reyburn and J 
Ogden; acc. H Williams, J B Owens and ‘I’ Wallis; 
Prem. of Com. J C Reyburn: acc. J Augden, P Bauduy 
and F Hoffman. Prem. of Mem. ex wquo, J C Rey- 
burn and J Ogden. ; 
4th Class.—Prem. of dil. G Barry; acc. M Nenninger 
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and E Salmon. Prem. of Comp. ex. equo, G Barry and 
E Salmon; acc. W Power. 

~ 6th Class.—Prem. of dil. J Guerrero; acc. W Barry 
and [ Baxley; Prem. of Comp. J Guerrero; acc. R 
Menchaca and Matthew McLaughlin of Balt. Prem. of 
Mem. J Guerrero, 

EnGuisH—|Ist Class.—1st Prem. of dil. H Williams; 
2d Prem. B. Poultney; acc. J Arosemena, P Aroseme- 
na and J Byme. Prem. of Comp. P. Arosemena; acc. 
J Arosemena, B Poultney, A Aguirre and A Yturbide. 
Prem. of Mem. ex equo, H Williams, I Baxley and W 
Dunnington; ‘acc. B Poultney. 

2d Class.—Prem. of dil. ex equo, W Power, and E 
Salmon; acc. Oliver Myers of Baltimore, and G Webb. 


Prem. of Comp. P Bauduy; acc. E Salmon and J T° 


Mitchell. Prem. of Mem. J 'T Mitchell. 

2d Class—ist Division—Prem. of dil. B Alsua; acc. 
R Roney, P Combs, L Klocgether and C Salmon. 
Prem. of Comp. John Mackintosh; acc. Leyis Combs of 
St. Mary’s County, B Alsua and P Combs. Prem. of 
Mem. ex xquo, L Lioni, R Roney, L Combs and P 
Combs; acc. P Healy and 'T Murphy. 

2d Division —Prem. of dil ex equo, W Bogue and J 
Chatard; acc E Poor, James Cole of Baltimore, and J 
C Boarman. Prem of Comp W Bogue; ace M Nen- 
ninger, J Chatard and W Hickmun, Prem of Mem ex 
equo, W Bogue and M Nenninger, acc. J Chatard and 
C Boarman 

4th Class —Prem of dil W Sears; acc. Thomas Dun- 
nington of Baltimore, John McLaughlin of Baltimore, 
and J Guerrero. 

DepaRTMENT OF Fine ARTs, 

DrawinG —Ist Class—Prem of dil J Guerrero 

2d Class—Prem. of dil ex aquo, P Arosemena and J 
Arosemena; acc, Joseph Turall of Porto Rico, and J 
Santana 

WritTinG —Ist Class—Ist Prem of dil. ex wquo, 
JB Owens and H Williams; 2d Prem. ex equo, B 
Poultney and W Clagett; acc. H Harris, J Santana, W 
Dunnington, A Yturbide, J Elder, J Arosemena and G 
Barry. 

2d Class—Ist Prem. of dil. ex «quo, C Walter and 
T B Randall; 2d Prem B Alsua; ace N Dashiell, Fre- 
derick Reisig of Buenos Ayres, Hezekiah McCulloch of 
Balt J Byrne, James Seeds of Balt , T Murphy, Matthew 
Kelly of Balt, and Elliot Poor. 

3d Class —ist Prem of dil. ex equo, J Guerrero and 
J Dalrymple; 2d Prem. C Armistead; acc. J Chatard, 
George Cole of Balt , M Nenninger, L Lioni, J Mackin- 
tosh and John Ferro of Guatemala 

Music.—On the Violin—Prem J Barclay. 

On the Piano Forte—1st Class—Prem. O L Jenkins; 
acc. J B Biddle 

2d Class —Prem. J Arosemena; acc. R Dennison 

On the Flate —Prem M Mazero; acc. P Arosemena 

On the Clarionet —Prem. J Santana. 
» The intervals between the exercises were filled up by 
pieces of Music, executed by the Students, aided by 
Messrs Nenninger and Kelly, and several professional 
gentlemen and amateurs. 


ST. MARY’S COLLEGE, satrimore. 
We published yesterday a list of the stu- 
dents at St- Mary’s College in this city, to 
whom premiums were distributed on Tuesday 
last; we had the gratification of witnessing 
this truly interesting scene, and of hearing 
the orations delivered by the two candidates 
for the honors of the college, on each of whom 
the degree of Bachelor of Arts was after- 
wards conferred. Although the character of 
the composition of the two orations, and the 
manner of delivery were essentially different, 
they severally manifested peculiar qualities 
of excellence alike honorable to the student 
and his Judicious instructors. We were 
much pleased with the matter as well as the 
manner of the Varepicrory addressed by 
Mr. Cormick to the respected and amiable 
President and Professors, and his fellow Stu- 
dents; and our readers; we have no doubt, 
will be gratified to find, that our exertions to 
obtain a copy of it for publication have been 
successful.— Gazette. 
VaLepicrory ApDREss. 
But now a task impends, from which we 


recoil, almost unconscious of our duty. It 
remains for us to take leave of you, beloved 
sirs, who have guided our inexperienced steps 
with more than parental affection through the 
paths of virtue and science. When we take 
a retrospective view—when we look back 
upon such and so many traits of generosity— 
when in a word, we call to mind, all that you 
have done for our welfare, we feel our bo- 
soms glow with unusual warmth—we feel 
ourselves overpowered by mingled sensations 
of gratitude and love—we feel yet more than 
we can well express——well apprised that 

‘* Grateful minds 

By owing, owe not; but still pay at once 

Indebted and discharged.”’ 

We may acknowlédge ‘but '¢an never hope 
to repay the “immense debt of endless 
gratitude. 

Think not this an evanescent effusion, a 
reluctant tribute of the heart. This is not 
reluctant—this is something more than the 
language of formality, this is “that part of 
our practice, where duty drops its awe, where 
reverence refines into love—which asks no 
aid of memory—whieh needs not the seduction 
of reason * * * * * this the sacrament of our 
nature! not only the duty, but the indulgence 
of man. His first great privilege, amongst 
his last most endearing delights!” 

With this, we leave you our filial valedic- 
tion—and O! live thus magnanimous, live 
thus blessed, live thus shedding lustre over 
the universe, by your profound erudition, and 
holding up the mirror of virtue to rising 
generations! But to you, my youthful friends 
—what shall we say? How give vent tothe 
feelings of our hearts? Vain attempt! no 
sooner commenced than language deserts us 
—-Yet must we, dear companions of our youth, 
partakers of our toil, of our pleasures, and of 
our affections, yet must we bid you, a tender, 
perhaps a last adieu! 

We have long dwelt together, long enjoyed 
in this blissful abode, that tranquility so rare- 
ly found in the more busy scenes of life. O! 
continue to exult in this your enviable felicity 
~-bless the hour that placed you in this man- 
sion of peace. Yes, my friends! bless the 
hour that gave you to see so many living ex- 
amples of virtue and erudition, and could we 
in the capacity of parting friends, venture to 
press our last wish in your behalf, it would 
be this, that whilst you strive to follow them 
up the steep of science, you also be incited to 
emulate their virtues. In short, my friends, 
it would be this, that you spend your youthful 
days in the cultivation of literature, and in 
forming and fixing that character of moral 
worth, which alone can render you service- 
able as well as distinguished members of so- 
ciety —bear this well in mind. 

“All your acquisitions are due to that 
country which gave you birth, to that socie- 
ty which protects and encourages you, to 
those parents and friends, who have aided 
your progress, and to that religion which is 
the strength of our excellence. 

Let but these, your youthful hours, be well 
spent and rest assured of it, “‘ heaven shall 
effuse her mildest beams upon your enchant- 
ed souls ”—success shall crown your endea- 
vors- Perpetual serenity encircle your brows 
—nor ineffectual resipiscence for premature 
folly—nor the loss of glory—nor the loss of 
virtue, shall ever embitter your days—whilst 
yet in the bloom of youth, this sweet recol- 











lection, shall gild each surrounding object 
with meridian splendor—in riper years, shall 
cheer the pensive hour, in the last decline of 
life, dissipaté the gloom of care, and lighten 
the decrepitudes of age. 

But we forbear, these admonitions have 
more than once, been urged upon you, and 
not without effect. They have fallen too, 
from lips more hallowed than ours, and have 
carried with them, the additional weight of 
sanctity and years. Here then shal] we pause 
—Part we must, my friends, and why prolong 
the trying moment? » Nature its true, strug- 
gles within—Friendship feels the pang of 
separation; but we are summoned to other 
scenes—to you, we must say, emphatically 
say—fatewell! along farewell! to oumalam 
mater,—farewell! wishing and trusting that 
she may long continue to spread her foster- 
ing wings, the honored purse of every art, of 
every science, and of every virtue! 





‘From the Baltimore Gazette and D. Advetiser. 
Mr. Eprror: 


An old alumnus of St. Mary’s College, will 
offer no apology for presenting a few observa- 
tions which occurred to him on attending at 
the late interesting commencement. The 
high regard which is generally and so justly 
entertained for this valuable institution, will, 
I trust, insure to it the privilege of your col- 
umns. I only wish that the capacity of the 
writer corresponded to the dignity of the 
subject. 

When! first passed the gates, I was agree- 
ably surprised by the recent improvements 
of the College. The brilliant and imposing 
front formed a striking contrast with the rich 
and refreshing verdure of the surrounding 

rounds. On seeing the art with which the 
different and once rather discordant parts of 
these extensive buildings have been made to 
harmonize, I knew not which more to admire, 
the taste, or the enlightened munificence of 
the faculty. But these are secondary’advan- 
tages, My business was with the more im- 
portant claims of the Institution. 


I found, as usual, a numerous and brilliant 
auditory assembled in the College Hall. The 
coup d’eiel though honorable to the Institution 
and the literary taste of the hearers, was not 
very attractive for one who professes no great 
partiality to the torrid zone. But the fair 
faces beaming with the heroism of character- 
istic curiosity—and the thousand delicate 
hands plying the graceful process of ventila- 
tion chided my weak philosophy—I remem- 
bered—pardon me, reverend guides of my 
happier days--I remembered the edifying 
ingenuity of a hallowed personage, who sham- 
ed himself into pious exertions by the exem- 
plary sacrifices of the weaker sex, and I was 
resigned to share with them the burden! 
Aye, the heat of the day. 

The orchestra, which is said to have com- 
bined nearly all the best talents of the city, 
prepared us for the commencement of the du- 
ties of the evening, by an impressive and 
powerfully executed prelude. At length, the 
curtain slowly rose; and every eye was fix- 
ed upon the dignified and interesting assem- 
bly, that was disclosed to view—The students, 
and the candidates for degrees and literary 
distinctions, occupied a large portion of the 
extensive area, encircling the members of the 
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faculty and the body of instructors, who were 
seated in front of the audience. 

The president briefly stated the objects for 
which they were assembled, and delicately 
conciliated the kind feelings of the hearers, 
for the first unaided essays of the youthful 
orators. 

Mr. Denison then rose.—The sensibility 
which he discovered at this trying moment, 
served only to secure the sympathies of his 
hearers, without detracting, in the least de- 

ree, from the ease, or dignity of his delivery. 
He spoke on the connexion between the arts 
and society, and their reciprocal influences, 
If the subject was happily selected, it was not 
less.ably treated. Mr. Denison at once as-| 
scétided to the origin of the arts and of soci- 
ety.—He traced their progress and improve- 
ments; and established his proposition upon 
the solid basis of the necessities and condition 
of man. Illustrations and classical illusions 
were always at hand, to embellish or elucidate 
his subject. Many passages struck us as 
possessing descriptive powers of a high order. | 
We shall not soon forget his animated and) 
picturesque contrast of the rude contrivances | 
of the aborigines of the land, with the majes- 
tic creations of a Fulton’s genius. The re- 
futation of those philosophers who were op- 
posed to the diffusion of the arts, was con- 
ducted withmuch spirit and delicate sarcasm. 
The style was, in general, more remarkable 
for ease than for energy. 


Mr. Dennison was succeeded by Mr. Cor- 
mick, who selected the topic of Astronomy. 
The finished composition of this gentleman, 
was aided by the powerful advantages of a 
distinct enunciation; a judicious modulation 
of the voice; and dignified and graceful action. 
He was very successful in diversifying the 
interest of a subject, which, in less skilful 
hands would have degenerated into common 
place, or have been little suited to a popular 
audience. The imagery bore the glowing 
impress of a rich and brilliant fancy.—The 
language was exuberant to a fault. Altho’ 
I shared the illusion of a delighted audience; 
although I felt that he was in possession of 
the avenues of the heart, I sometimes found 


more pathos in the expression than in the 
sentiment. 


To Mr. Cormick was reserved the tender 


yet painful duty of delivering the valedictory 


The breathless silence, the moistened eye, ipa pct a ar peop Rlssad pte 


attested how feelingly he acquited himself of 
the task—His farewell to the venerated 
guardians and to the cherished companions 
of his youth still lingers upon his ear. To 
every one it was clear that friendship felt the 


pang of separation, and that the debt immense |? 


of endless gratitude weighed upon his heart. 

After the solemnities usually observed in 
conferring the degrees, the premiums were 
distributed by the most Rev. Archbishop, 
whose gracious and affectionate manner im- 
parted new interest to his delightful office. 
Many a happy glance met his sympathising 
eye as he entwined the classic laurel around 
the brows of the youthful victors. Seldom 
has joy so pure found its way into so large 
an assembly of crowned heads. 

But I must stop—I could not forbear, on 
leaving this venerable Institution, to con- 
gratulate it on its present prosperity, and to 
send up an aspiration for its fujure dignity 


scription, But there is another, which may, 
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be found in the same author quoted aboveys 
BOSTON; AUGUST 7, 1830. 


just as afflicting and still more circumstantial,’ 


As the Very Rev. Dr. O'Flaherty re by the learned Schrockh, a Protestant Di- 
to visit the principal Cities and Towns of the} | ‘ ‘ ‘ 
State of —* pees So for the benefit “of his History since the Reformation, improperly 

health, the former subscribers, and others of| 
that State who wish to patronize Tue Jesuit, 
or Caruoric Sentinex for the ensuing year, | fee a 1 Hab onl . 
(the present Editorial year terminating with ae tae ai " ne viggene Worse, NO\aaee 
the first week of September next) will now “In the midst of its innumerable researches 
have an opportunity to do so, and by making on faith, the Protestant Church has lost its’ 
’ ’ 


. : religious feeling, and has never been able 
payment to him, will therehy saye the ex-|as yet, tofind even a switable and sufficient 
pense of Postage. 


resource in its external signs. Its ecclesias- 
Terms. 


PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, 








fluence which they enjoyed, in a remarkable 
degree, and without any prospect of recov- 
ering them. The freedom of examination, 
In the New England Christian Herald of|and that of accumulating new opinions, and 


the 4th. Inst: under the head Porery among | 2€W hypothesis, have increased long since to 
her Extracts fromthe Jeswit is the following: |" degree, which is very embarrassing to that 
other dxtracts fromthe desuil is the following:| Church. In the nomination to Professor- 
‘« Again: The Protestant worship presents, | ships, that wise circumspection and severity 
in every point of view, strong indications of|of choice, which such an important matter 
an approaching par sih saan 
the principal part of it, so that it has already | served; and most of the heads only attempt 
lost, even in the opinion of Protestants them-|to correct or improve what is immediately 
selves, every pretension of religion.” |under their hands. A great mischief, espe- 
To the above, the conductors of the Herald. cially, has resulted'te tite ‘god cause, ‘Tram 
: . _|the multitude of reformers without vocation, 
have been pleased to subjoin the following | who, by accumulating dictatorial opinions, in- 
questions by way of comment: | sults, sarcasms, and the grossest expressions, 
“Is not this a most palpable falsehood? | attempt to weigh down their adversaries un- 


Do Protestants acknowledge any such thing?” | der the yoke of their opinions and discove- 
ries. 








To the first question, we. answer, No,— 
To the second, we answer, yes.— 


Proof I. 


Thus does an other honest Dissenter speak. 
Hear now how the same candid protestant 
author, from whom we quote, concludes: 
Mr, Mullen, a Protestant writer, and a “ What say you to this picture? What 
fessor at Schaffhousen speaking of the chan-|can be the duration of a religious society 
ges produced in Protestantism by modern/|thus constituted, and what means can be ef- 
protestant Divines, makes the following hon-|ficacious enough to restore and maintain it? 
Nie Bliderel: See where this boasted perfectibilism, which 


a 3 is the essence of Protestantism, has con- 
“Even Divines themselves (Protestant) | ducted you.” Vid. idem. p. 169. 


endeavor to drown, in avain Deism, the fun- 


vine of Wittemberg. In his Ecclesiastical... 


so called, part VIII. p. 408, where he exam=* 
‘ines the latter times down to 1804, and’ we” 
|know, adds Baron de Stark, that since. that — 





Taree Dottars rer annum,|tical Teachers have lost the esteem and in- © 


reaching forms | requires, are far from being every where ob- — 


damental principles of pure Christianity. All | 
of them together, knowingly, or without sus- 
pecting it, act in the same way, and hold the 


This, we think, will suffice for the present. 
If however, the polite Conductors of the 
Herald require more proofs, more shall be 
given. 


away those ties which bound our ignorant and 
unenlightened ancestors to their faith and duty. | ppilosophical Conversations on the Re-union of the 
They give the name of Theological prejudi- different Christian Communions. By M. De 
ces to the fundamental doctrines themselves. | Starck, Park, 1818. Reviewed in the Journal Ee- 
By hacking perpetually at the edifice of reli-| Mia 

7 : : |  elesiastique. 
gion, they have brought it at last to a misera-| 











ble hut, hardly capable of preserving us from! “‘ It is known that there is a manuscript of 
the storm. in ‘the midst of these uncertain | Leibnitz extant, in which, discussing the doc- 
waverings, between doubt, hypothesis, and|trines that are controverted between Catho- 
some glimpses of certitude, among persons lics and Protestants, this celebrated philoso- 
who turn religion into a mere literary job, Pher constantly gives the superiority to the 
when one can seldom say, I know in what| former.—The manuscript, which is preserved 
and what I believe, in this vague state; when, |" the public library of Hanover, was com- 
in short, presumed certitude is itself only an|™unicated, many years ago, to the late Mr. 
opinion, the period is arrived of cool indiffe- Emery, who copied it himself, and who in- 
rence, both in the master and the disciple, tended to translate it, and have it published, 
in the sovereign and the subject, while, at- His death has delayed the publication of this 
tempts are still continued to bring it below| COPY, au impression of which, however, is 
the point of congelation. See Baron de Stark| Shortly expected. It will, no doubt, be an 
in his work Feasy or Turoputus, page 168. extraordinary phenomenon, in the controver- 

sy that now exists between Protestants and 
Proof Il, 
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t us, to see a Lutheran justifying the Catholic 
The above is a melancholy and true de-! Church, and giving judgment against his ow? 
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cotfimunion. But this phenomenon is now re- 
roduced in the work which we announce. 

_ De Starck absolutely treads in the steps 
of Leibnitz, and comes, 100 years after him, 
to lay down the sa:ne principles, and draw the 
same conclusions. Before we give an ac- 
count of these conversations, which have 
made the most sensible impression in Germa- 
ny, we think it our duty to say a few words 
concerning the author. 

“John Augustus de Starck, Doctor in 
Theology and Philosophy, and* Preacher in 
Chief at the court of Hesse-Darmstadt, was 
born at Schwerin, the 29th of October, 1741. 
After having distinguished himself as a man 
offetters, he was invited to. Koenigsberg in 
1770, to become professor of theology, and 
preacher at the court. In 1776, he was 
made preacher in chief, and superintendant 
of the churches; but the year following, he 
resigned these offices, and retired to Mittau. 
In 1781, the court of Darmstadt conferred on 
him the office of first preacher, as also the 
first place in the consistory; but M. Starck 
resigned the latter of these offices, and even 
withdrew from society. His books, and some 
chosen friends, served to render him happy. 
His numerous works attest his labors and his 
knowledge. He published some on literary 
subjects, but we shall only notice those that 
belong to religious matters. He published 
successively, The History of the first Age of 
the Christian Church, printed at Berlin 1779, 
3 vols; Free Thoughts and Considerations on 
Christianity, printed at Berlin 1780; An Es- 
say on the History of Arianism, printed at Ber- 
lin 1783, 2 vols; On the Kripto Catholicism, 
against the Editors of the Berlin Literary Jour- 
nal, printed at Frankfort 1785, 3 vols; Histo- 
ry of Baptism and the Anabaplists, printed at 
Dessau 1789; The Triumph of Philosophy in 
the 18th century, published at Frankfort 1803, 
3 vols; and finally, The Feast of Theodulus, 
for it is under this title that the Conversations 
have appeared in Germany. The two last 
works particularly have drawn on the author 
humerous enemies; and previous to these 
works, his opinion on the reality of Protest- 
antism, and on the causes of its fall, had ex- 
cited against him a warm attack by Bieste 
and Gedicke in the literary journal of Berlin. 
Nicolai, Felder, and some others of less note, 
continued the war. The votaries of Philoso- 
phy did not thank him for having exposed its 
dangers, and those who held only to the rind 
of Protestantism still reproached him with 
having upset it totally. In the midst of these 
broils, M. Starck died, in March 1816, aged 
74 years, without having drawn the final con- 
sequence from the truths which he had de- 
monstrated, and without. having publicly em- 
braced that faith of which he had become the 
apologist. For such is the weakness of the 
human heart, that we cannot often bring our- 
selves to practise that of which we have the 
Most perfect Lonviction; and the conduct of 
M. Starck is that of many Catholics, who 
while they firmly believe, still want courage 
to follow the way in which alone they are 
persuaded salvation can be found. 

“ But to return to our Philosophical Con- 
versations: they are, in themselves, a surpris- 
ing work, The author supposes a conversa- 
tion between some friends, who meet toge- 
ther in 1809, being moved by the political 
revolutions which were then agitating Eu- 
rope. Commiserating the fate of religion, in 





the midst of these'great shocks, they delibe- 
rated whether it was not possible to re-unite 
the different christian communions; and the 
conversation turned more naturally on that 
subject, as many treatises were, at this time, 
published in France upon it.—The conversa- 
tion is held in the room of Theodulus. The 
speakers are Ulric of Stetten, Edward, and 
Qdilon. The latter is a priest, who is sup- 
posed to be brought over to Germany by the 
disturbances in his own country. It is he 
who engages nearly the entire -conversation, 
though it is evident that it is M. Starck that 
speaks by his mouth. He justifies the Ca- 
tholic Church in all the articles that were de- 
bated, and he justifies it by simple reasonings 
and short reflections, and particularly by a 
great number of passages, either from Luther 
himself, or from other writers in the different 
ages of Protestantism. Thus he surprises 
his auditors very much, by informing them, 
that Luther, to the last moment of his life, 
admitted Confession, and ranked Penance 
among the sacraments. He shewed them 
likewise, many protestant theologians, an- 
cient and modern, approving the Hierarchy 
of the Roman Church.—Odilon concludes 
from these truths, that those who speak of a 
re-union are ignorant of the Protestant, and 
much more so of the Catholic doctrine. It 
was this ignorance that led Mr. Beaufort, in 
his project of a re-union, to abolish confes- 
sion; for, says Odilon, confession is, in our 
church, held to be of divine institution, and 
cannot be changed. He equally vindicates 
the spiritual authority of the Pope, and be- 
lieves, that the project of undermining it has 
been one of the means thought on by the new 
philosophy; ‘to’ overthfow religion. The arti- 
cle of spiritual celibacy is not less ably hand- 
led, and M. Starck justifies, in this particu- 
lar, the discipline of the Catholic Church, 
with a nicety, a sagacity, and a precision 
that would do honor to the ablest Catholic 
theologian. 

“The author discusses the possibility of a 
re-union between the different christian com- 
munions, and the arguments he makes use of 
are perfectly orthodox. ‘ Which of the two 
parties,’ says he, ‘ can conform to a re-union, 
by which one of them must pass over into the 
ranks of his adversary, by sacrificing its an- 
cient doctrines—its external worship, and its 
ecclesiastical constitution.—Let us suppose 
that each of them would yield something. 
The Catholic neither wishes nor can yield 
any thing that regards dogmas. And if it 
should be said that the Protestant, after the 
indifference that has taken root in his church, 
ought to be less concerned for doctrines, 
that have ceased to be peculiarly ‘his, or 
which, at least, do not interest him so lively 
as formerly, it would not, however, follow, 
that he would be disposed to follow, without 
exception, all the tenets. of the catholic 
church.—Should we even suppose that the 
latter would shew herself disposed to relax, 
in some points of pure discipline, she neither 
would nor could, in any other manner, sacri- 
fice her ancient worship, nor her ecclesiasti- 
cal hierarchy; and it is hard to suppose, that 
the Protestants, especially those who are in 
the actual communion of that church, would 
ever accept of the two last conditions.’ 

“‘ One of the speakers objects to M. Starck, 
that they might be joined in the unity of ex- 
terior worship; at the same time leaving every 





individual the liberty of thinking after. his 
own manner, on doctrinal points,..But M. 
Starck replies, by the mouth of Abbe Odilon: 
‘ What, then, would become of that unity of 
faith, so much recommended by the apostles, 
and during so many ages the object of so 
much solicitude ? The church of, Christ 
would then be an amalgamation of the most 
heterogeneous elements,—a monstrous body, 
composed of Catholics, Lutherans, Grins 
Jansenists, Arians, Semi-Arians, 

ans, and Socinians. Can such ever unite in 
a common worship? The Socinian, the Arian, 
and the Macedonian, who deny the divinity 
of Jesus Christ, and the Holy Ghost, can they 


adore them with us, without incurring the. 


sin of idolatry and hypocrisy? It is, in truth, 
a monstrous idea, says an excellent author, 
to think of founding a re-union of christians 
on the basis of anarchy, and on that of liber- 
ty of opinion and of doctrine.’ 

“M. Starck distinguishes, with us, two 
kinds of toleration;—one, which merits this 
name by a just title, distinguishes truth from er- 
ror; and though she totally rejects the latter, 
she endures it with patience.—False toleration, 
on the contrary, is only that cold indifference, 
which supposes that God regards with an equal 
eye all the various opinions that are held with 
regard to his attributes and his religion. It 
would not be difficult to decide what kind of 
toleration the nominal protestants follow, who 
are so different from the first reformers. A 
certain writer of Trembley, in Geneva, sup- 
ports in his Present State of Christianity, that 
the modern protestants have ceased to exist. 
They no longer teach the necessity of follow- 
ing the confession of faith that is held in their 
church, though they are’sworn to it. Luther 
is no longer an authority for them. Each 
abounds in his own knowledge. ‘This the 
author sufficiently developes, in a train of ci- 
tations, which shews an extensive acquaint- 
ance with the protestant writers. Thus they 
have renounced the symbols of Nice and A- 
thanasius—Dr. Plank speaks ho longer of 
them in his Words of Peace to the English 
Catholics. The Bible itself is no longer re- 
garded as the basis of religious instruction: 
—subjected to the new tribunal of Feller and 
Paulus, it is altered by the most whimsical 
interpretations. One of them supports, that 
the Bible contains errors, the other treats the 
prophets as enthusiasts and madmen.—Wie- 
land, in his Agathodomon, published at Ber- 
lin in 1799, represents Jesus Christ as an en- 
thusiast. Luden in his Ichnographical Dic- 
tionary of the principal people of the old 
world, published at Brunswick in 1800, re- 
sembles the Jehovah of Moses to the pagan 

ods. Janisch, in his Universal. View of the 

levelopement of the Human Race, published 
at Berlin 1801, and Bucholz, in his Disserta- 
tion of Moses and Jesus, Berlin, 1803, gives 
us nearly the same system. In the General 
Library of Theological Learning, compiled by 
Schmidt and Schwarzen for 1801, they re- 
present the miracles and the legislation of 
Moses as an imposition. Clud, superintend- 
ing Lutheran at Heidelheim, says, inhis Pri- 
muive Views of Christianity, published 1808, 
that Jesus Christ has not assumed to himself 
any other title than that of a messenger of 
God, and that he never required divine ho- 
nors. He likewise advances, that the books 
of the New Testament cannot serve as.a rule 
of faith, M. Augusti, in his Theological 
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Journal of 1801, believes that the New Tes- 
tament has not at all transmitted to us the 
pure doctrine of Christ, and that it would 
have been better if we had no written account 
of it—But things are carried further, in a 
work published at Jena in 1799, under the 
title of, An Enxplication of the Opposition 
which St. Paul makes between the Letter and 
the Spirit, The author proposes to suppress 
the New Testament, which is only a source 
of fanaticism, and even to forget the name of 
Jesus Christ. 

“Tt seems that nothing can be added to 
these liberties, taken by protestant theolo- 
gians. But perhaps it may be thought that 
these are the opinions ef particular indivi- 
duals, and censured by the body of their 
communion.* Mr. Starck does not leave even 
this resource to protestantism, and names a 
multitude of writers not less culpable. M. 
Mainvillain, of Brunswick, being asked, what 
natural explication should be given to the 
miracles of holy writ, replied, ‘ that one might 
easier free himself from such an embarrass- 
ment, by saying,’ (pious christian, restrain 
your indignation,) ‘ that the wags who related 
such adventures were notorious liars.’ Ammon, 


' Ackermann, Gabbler, Hugge, Paulus, and|~_ 


many others, seem to have no object, but that 
of wresting the faith from the hearts of chris- 
tians. The Superintendant Cannadich, in 
his Criticism on Ancient and Modern Dogmas 
of the Christian Doctrine, published 1799, 
points out the means of insensibly supplant- 
ing the doctrine of the Trinity. He likewise 
rejects the divinity of Jesus Christ, and ori- 
ginal sin. The author of the General Lite- 
rary Gazelle of Jena, reproaches a writer, in 
his number for Dec. 18, 1810, for having 
rested on the Scriptures, and for admitting 
moreover the divinity of Jesus Christ,—a 
doctrine which he is astonished should gain 
credit with any person. M. Starck observes, 
that this impiety extends even to morals, and 
he cites examples of it on the part of writers 
well known in Germany.—Wise protestants 
complained before him of his theological au- 
dacity, which, instead of defending christiani- 


ty, only labored to undermine it, by sapping 


the fundamental doctrines on which it rests. 


“ Here ends the first night of these Dis- 
courses; and here we shall end also this arti- 
cle; but not without expressing our astonish- 
ment at this work, the most subtile, perhaps, 
that has been published this long time past 
on controversial matters. It is very remark- 
able, to see a protestant, a minister, a cele- 
brated preacher of that communion, a super- 
intendant of the Lutheran churches, publish, 
in a work expressly designed for that pur- 
pose, I shall not say a refutation of the pro- 
testant doctrine, but a proof that protestant- 
ism no longer exists. Nothing better estab- 
lishes the general defection in this church, 


passages, whence it results, that every one 
is ignorant what to believe, that belief is con- 
sequently extinct, and that ministers and theo- 
logians give, in this, a shameful example to 
the people, of doubt, of liberty, and of rash- 
ness, when they sport with the doctrines, the 
mysteries, the history, and the entire aecono- 
my of christianity.” 





tacking error, which they refute; they next attack truth; 
they forget where they set out; they know not where to 
stop.”” 
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CHAPTER Il. 
OF CHRIST. 
[CONTINUED FROM PAGE 364—wno. 45.]| 
The errors of the Calvinists, in relation to 
Christ, are various. First, they maintain that 
Christ did not die for all mankind, but only 


ed while on the cross. 3. That he did not 
properly and truly, but only metaphorically 
descend into hell. 4. That he merited 


than the multitude of facts, of authors, and of 


Jno, 2.2. He is @ propitiation for our sing: 
and not for ours only, but for those of the whole 
world.—Jno. 1. 9. That was the true light 
which enlightencth every man that cometh into 
the world. Hence St. Ambrose, in his eighth 
sermon, on the 118 Psalm, says: the sum of 
justice hath appeared for all, hath come for all, 
hath suffered for all, hath risen for all. We 
shall explain this doctrine by three proposi- 
tions, 

The first is, that the merits of Christ were 
sufficient to redeem and save all mankind, 
In this the Calvinists agree with us: and 
rightly; because the merits of Christ are of 
infinite value, on account of* the infinite dig- 
nity of the person, to whom the humanity was 
united. 

The second is, that the merits of Christ 
were not really efficacious in regard to the re- 
probate, so far as eternal life is concerned, 
In this, also, our adversaries agree with us, 
because the reprobate do not really arrive at 
eternal life. For, were this the case, they 
would not be reprobate but predestined. 
The third is, that the merits of Christ were 
really efficacious in respect to the reprobate, 
as far asthe gifts of grace in this life are 
concerned. This proposition the Calvinists 
deny: but we maintain that itis true. Forit 
is evident that many who were reprobates, 


for the predestined. 2. That Christ despair- had faith and other gifts from God, through 


the merits of Christ, as, for example, Judas 
the traitor, Simon Magus, and all those who 
have apostatized from the Catholic Church, 


nothing for himself, but by his passion and and become heretics. 1. Tim. 1. 19. Some 
death. 5. That Christ is a mediator accord-|ave made shipwreck concerning the faith. —2. 
ing tc both natures, the human and divine. Tim, 2. 17, Of whom are Hymeneus and Phi- 
6. That Christ, from the beginning, was ig- lelus, who have erred from the truth. Hence 


norant of many things; the knowledge of St. Augustine, (in lib. de corrept et gratia, 


which he afterwards gradually acquired. The | ©@P- 13.) “ We must admit that some whoare 
four first of these opinions are peculiar to the | f the children of perdition, not having re- 




























H | M. Muller, professor at Shafthouse, re-| Calvinists—the remaining two are common ceived the gift of perseverance to the end, in 
proaches his colleagues for their ardor in 


substituting a vain Deism for doctrines as|t® both Lutherans and Calvinists. We shall we wae oe a nents meet: a . 
profound as they are consoling; in breaking )}now demonstrate the falsity of each. weYs and in which they began to live, and | 
all the links of faith, by raising in the minds First Question. lived faithfully and justly in it for sometime, | 


of the people, doubts, conjectures, coldness,| iq Christ die for all mankind? This ques- but afterwards fell away.” 
and indifference. This professor, in his Con- Second Quevtion 


fidential Letters to Biester, judges well of the tion involves three distinct subjects of inquiry. é 

new perfection of protestants, which, step by| !- Whether did Christ dic for all? 2. Are| 4. Did Christ despair on the cross? Such 
step, leads them at last to believe nothing.—|his death and merits available to all? 3.|is the opinion of Calvin, (in Harmonia Evan- 
The learned Schrockh de Wittemberg, in his| Does God give faith and grace to all, from|gelica, ad cap. 17. Matth. et lib. 2. Inst. cap. 


Ecclesiastical History since the Reformation . > a 
? . 3. In-|16. § 10. et. 11.) He attempts to prove 
says also, that the protestant church, by ex, | he merits of Christ? Calvin, in lib. 3, In § e ) e attempts to pr 


hausting herself in researches, has laid aside stit. cap. 22 § 10. et cap 24, § 13. main-|his position, first, from the words of Christ 
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and of forming opinions and hypotheses, has| alone; that his merits are profitable to them|hast thou forsaken me? Secondly, because 
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H persearer this chnech. grace, from the merits of Christ. account of our sins, were liable to eternal 
* We call the attention of the Conductors of the Her.| 2: Catholics do not limit the death, merits |damnation: therefore he was obliged to un- 
ald to this and the subsequent remarks of this Protestant |and benefits of Christ to a few. They be-|dergo all the punishments due to condemned 


or ~~ we lieve that these privileges extend to all man-|man, of which punishments despair was one. 
+ above remark of Schrockh on Protestant Re-|, - . . 5 atanis i inion is blas- 
searches, reminds us of the following by Bayle, on philo- kind. In this belief, they ane strongly oP 5. We re a. a pee S 


sophy and philosophers; “ Philosophy,”* said that philo-| ported by the Holy Scripture.—2. Cor. 5.|phemous. First, because despair is. a sin. 
gupher, °* sessmbles those comosive powders, which, af! 15 Christ died for all, §c.—1. Tim. 2. 6.|but it is blasphemy to assert that Christ had 
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God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me, he 
said also, Father into thy hands I commend 
my spirit. Which he would not have said, 
had he despaired. Thirdly, Christ was. at 
that time in a state of happiness, and 
promised to the thief the same blessing. 
This day thou shalt be with me in Paradise. 
But in a state of happiness, there could be 
no despair. 


6. Nor do the words, Why hast thou for- 
saken me? favor in the least, the position of 
Calvin; for they are not the language of de- 
spair, but of wonder. Christ wondered, that 
in so great a torture of body, he should be 
forsaken. But he immediately suppresses 
his admiration, in the words of the Royal 
Prophet, Far from my salvation are the words 
of my sins—As if he had said, I do not won- 
der, O! my Father, that thou hast forsaken 
me, since I cannot otherwise expiate the sins 
of the whole world, which I have taken upon 
myself, than by undergoing these torments. 
The words of my sins; that is, the sins of 
mankind, which are mine, inasmuch as I 
have taken them upon myself, are far from 
my salvation; that is, they are incompatible 
with the salvation of my body. I am obliged 
to suffer in my body in order to expiate them. 
To this St. Peter refers, in his first epistle, 
2,24. Who his ownself bore our sins in his 
body upon the tree. See Bellarmine in his 
Commentary on the 21st. Psalm. 


Third Question. 

Did Christ really descend into hell? Cal- 
vin, in lib. 2 Instit. cap. 16 § 11. et 12. makes 
three assertions. First, that Christ descend- 
ed into hell; that is, that he underwent, in 
his soul all the punishments of the damned, 
This is both novel and false. Novel, because 
contrary to the explanation of all the ancient 
Fathers; who affirm, that Christ’s body after 
death lay in the sepulchre, but that his soul 
descended into the lower part of earth, in or- 
der to liberate the souls of the Saints of the 
Old Law. (August. Ambrose de myst. Pasch. 
cap. 4 et allii) It is false, because it is evi- 
dent, as we have shewn, that. Christ did not 
experience the punishments of the damned. 

9. Secondly, Calvin asserts, that Christ 
had begun to descend into hell, that is, he 
had begun to suffer the torments of the damned, 
When, in the garden, he exclaimed: Father if 
it be possible, let this chalice pass away from 
me. Then He descended deeper, when he 
exclaimed on the cross: My God, My God 
why hast thou forsaken me? Lastly that he de- 
scended into the lowest abyss, when after 
expiring, he appearad before the severe tribu- 
nal of God, as guilty of eternal death. We 
Maintain, taat this assertion is all a mere fic- 
tion. For in what place, do cither the Scrip- 


underwent the punishments: of the damned? 
No where. 

10. Thirdly, Calvin asserts, that Christ 
would have died in vain for us, if he had not, 
after death, underwent the punishment of the 
damned. This error is directly contrary to 
the Scripture, which declares, first that Christ 
perfected, or consummated in his passion and 
death the work of our redemption. Secondly, 
that he suffered nothing more, in the three 
days, after his death. The first declaration 
is found in the Hebrews 2, 10. For it became 
him, for whom are all things and by whom are 
all things, who had brought many children into 
glory, to perfect the Author of their salvation, 
by his passion. The latter, in St. Luke 23. 
43. Calvin interprets these words thus: Not 
this day, but the third day after my death, 
thou shalt be with me in Paradise. For dur- 
ing the three days I shall stand before the 
rigorous tribunal of God and experience all 
the punishments of the damned. 

11. Calvin brings forward the following 
passage as an objection. Acts 2.24. Whom 
God had raised up having loosed the sorrows 
of Hell. Hence he infers, that Christ at the 
moment of his resurrection was loosed, or 
freed from the sorrows of Hell, and conse- 
sequently, that during the whole of the three 
days after his death he experienced the tor- 
ments ofthe damned. We answer, that the text 
does not say that Ghrist was loosed, or freed 
from the sorrows of hell, whereby he was be- 
fore held,but that he could not be held by them. 
As if we should say the Lion was loosed, or 
freed from the snares oi the huntsmen, not that 
he had yet been held in them, but had burst, or 
broken them in such a manner that he could 
not be held by them. This the text itself 
signifies, when it says. Whom God hath 
raised up, having loosed the sorrows of Hell, as 
it was impossible that he should be holden by it. 
Vide August. Epist 99 ad Exod. 


Fourth Question. 


12, Did Christ, by his passion and death 
merit any thing for himself? Calvin (in lib. 
2. Instit. cap. 17. § 6.) maintains that he mer- 
ited for us only, and not for himself. We on 
the contrary assert that he did merit something 
for himself, namely the glorification of his 
body, the exaltation of his name, and certain 
other endowments, wherewith he was gifted 
after his passion. As the Scripture clearly 
shews, Philipp. 2. 8. He humbled himself be- 
coming obedient unto death: even to the death 
of the cross. For which cause God hath exalted 
him, and hath givenhim a name, whieh is above 
all names.. Hebr. 2, 9. We see Jesus who 
was made a little lower than the angels, for the 
suffering of death, crowned with honor and glory. 
Where the particle for in the last mentioned 
text signifies the meritorious cause. 





tures, or the Holy Fathers affirm, that Christ 


the’ Son of God descend from Heaven, in 
quest of any new acquirement? Answer. 
It is quite different, when we speak of the Son 
of God as man. For we do not say that the 
Son of God descended from heaven im order 
to acquire, by his merits any thing new for 
himself, as God; but that Christ, the man 
underwent a voluntary death, in order to ac- 
quire for himself, as man, the glorification of 
his body, and the exaltation of his name. 


Fifth Question. 

14, Is Christ the mediator according to 
both natures; viz, the human and the Divine? 
Our Adversaries affirm thathe is. We main- 
tain, that he is the Mediator according to his 
humanity only, as it is evident from 1. Tim, 
2, 5. There is one mediator of God and men, 
the man Christ Jesus; where the term man, is 
used to shew, according to which nature he 
was mediator, as St. Augustine remarks (2 
lib de peccat, originali. cap. 28. et serm. 11. 
de verb. Apost.) The reason is plain, be- 
cause he was Mediator, inasmuch as by his 
passion and death he hath reconciled us to God. 
But this he affected according to his humani- 
ty, for according to his Divinity he could not 
suffer, nor die. 


15, Objection, God alone can renew the 
heart and give the Holy Ghost; but these 
are works of the mediator, as St. Augustine 
testifies (in Enchir, cap. 33) Therefore God 
alone is the mediator. Answer, God alone 
can effectively renew the heart and give the 
Holy Spirit. But the mediator can meritori- 
ously perform both. 

Sizth Question. - ~ 

16. Was Christ ignorant in the beginning 
of many things, the knowledge of which he 
acquired in the course of time? This was 
formerly the error of a sect termed the Agno- 
ites, who taught that Christ was ignorant of 
the day of judgement according to that of St. 
Mark 13, 32. But of that day, or hour no man 
knoweth, neither the angels in Heaven nor the 
son, but the Father. The Lutherans and Cal- 
vinists maintain now the same error, to which 
they add, that Christ was ignorant of many 
other things also, the knowledge of which he 
afterwards gradually acquired. We, on the 
contrary affirm,that Christ from the beginning, 
had known every thing that related to his state 
and office, including all things past, present, 
and future, regarding angels, men and him- 
self: a knowledge of all these, belonged to 
his office, for the three following considera- 
tions, First, because he was the Head of 
angels and men. Secondly, he was the Mas- 
ter and Teacher of the Apostles, who were 
to teach the whole world. Thirdly, He was 
to be the future Judge of all. To his Omni- 
science St. John refers in the following pas- 





13, Objection. Calvin asks, Why sbould 


sage. chap. 2, 24—But Jesus did not trust him- 
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self unto them, for that he knew all men, and be- 
cause he needed not that any man should give 
testimony of man, for he knew what was in man. 

17. Secondly we maintain, that Christ while 
on earth knew certain things, as a Judge, 
which he did not know as the Preceptor of the 
Apostles. In this way he knew when the day 
-of Judgement would arrive, because being 
himself the future Judge of mankind, he could 
not be ignorant of that day. Yet however, 
he told his Apostles that he knew it not, be- 
cause he knew it only under secrecy, but not 
so as to reveal ittoothers. In a similar man- 
ner a Confessor, who knows any thing under 
the secrecy of Confession,can say with propri- 
ety that he does not knowit. For he does not 
know it, with the power of revealing it to oth- 
ers: he does not know it as man, but only as 
the minister of God. 

This is the explanation given by Origen, 
Theophylact, Saints Chrysostom, Jerom, Au- 
gustine, Gregory, and Venerable Bede. In 
the same sense is understood that of St. John 
15, 25. All things whatsoever I have heard of 
my Father, I have made known to you. Where 
Christ speaks not of all things simply, which 
he had heard from his Father, but of all those 
things which, as master and Teacher of the 
Apostles, he felt it a duty to reveal to them. 
Hence (in Jno cap. 16, 12.) he says, I have 
yet many things ts say to you, but you cannot 
bear them now. Therefore he had not told 
them all things, but only what was requisite 
at that time. 

18. 1. Objection. Luke 2, 52. But Jesus 
advanced in wisdom. But he could not ad- 
vance, if*-he knew all things. Answer. We 
oppose to this objection, that of Coloss. 2, 3. 
In whom are hid all the treasures of wisdom and 
knowledge. Both of these passages are true, 
because both are revealed by. the Holy Ghost. 
Christ was full of wisdom and knowledge; 
and yet he apparently advanced in wisdom, 
because his wisdom manifested itself daily 
more and more, as did also his power and au- 
thority. 

19. 2. Objection, Heb, 2:17. It behoved 
him in all things, to be made like unto his breth- 
ven. (chap. 4.15) For we have not a high 
Priest who cannot have compassion on our wm- 
firmities: but one tempted im all things like as 
we are, without sin. Therefore he is ignorant 
even aswe are, but yet without sin, Answer. 
It behoved him to become in all things like 
unto us, according to human nature, but not 
as to all the imperfections of human nature. 
He was tempted in all things without sin; 
that is, he experienced all the oppositions 


which men usually experience, and yet did | 


not sin by impatience. 
[To BE CONTINUED. | 














LORD BALTIMORE. 


Georce Catvert,* born at Kyplin in the 
chapelry of Bolton, in Yorkshire, son of Leo- 
nard Calvert, and Alice, daughter of John 
Crossland, of Crossland. He was educated 
ing inity College in Oxford; when he was 
admitted a gentleman commoner, anno 1593, 
aged 15. Afterwards he travelled and im- 
proved himself so much abroad, as to be 
made under-secretary to Sir Robert Cecil, 
chief Secretary of State; still continuing a 
favorite, as his patron rose in the eye of his 
Prince. King James I. knighted him Sept. 
29, 1617: and about the same time he was 
made clerk of the counsel, anno 1624. Feb: 
16th, he was created Lord Baltimore of 
Longford, in Ireland, by the name of Sir 
George Calvert of Danbywisk in Yorkshire 
knight, and about that time became a member 
of the Catholic Church. He had applied 
himselfto maritime affairs, and made some dis- 
coveries in America: in recompence where- 
of he was made sole proprietor of a part 
of the continent, to which he gave the name 
of Maryland. He was an able statesman; 
an enemy however to flattery, selfishness, 
and other vices too common among persons 
in that station of life. Being made chief se- 
cretary of state, he gave great content, and 
was punctual in the office which he held 
some time jointly with Sir Robert Naunton, 
who commonly followed his advice to his 
great improvement. Lord Baltimore died 
April 15, 1632, and lies buried in St. Dun- 
stan’s chancel, in Fleet street.—His works 
are: 

I, Carmen funebre in D, Unionum 4to 1569. 

II. Speeches in Parliament. 
III. Letters on State Affairs. 
IV. An Account of Maryland. 
V. The Answer of Tom Telltruth on the 
Practice of Princes, and Lamenta- 
tions of the Kirk. London, 4to. 1642. 
| Church Hist. of England. 
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MS. Ant. Wood 


Bible interpreted by private spirit. 


Mr. Epiror,—Of all the arguments urged 
by catholies against the advocates for the 
private interpretation of Scripture, there per- 
haps is not one more satisfactory and forci- 
ble than that deduced from the folly of imag- 
ining the great bulk of mankind capable of a 
task, which has been formidable to the most 
learned of ancient and modern times. In- 
stances of ridiculous and outrageous interpre- 
tation of insulated passages occur in most 
controversial works on this ‘subject. It may, 
however, excite the laugh, or pity of some of 
your readers, to meet with one of our own 
days, and to the truth of which your corres- 
pondent was a witness. 

A very old blind man, who, I trust in hea- 
ven, will become a true convert, upon the 
commencement of my course of instructions, 
with an expression of great anxiety of mind, 
addressed me in the following language:— 
“ Sir, I fearthat bye and by my carcass must 
go the way of all flesh, and my sperret either 
to well, or woe: but for a many years have 
been dreadfully troubled in mind, fearing the 
latter state must be my portion; for, sir, I 
have never been married; and when I could 
see, I recollect having read some where in 


scripler; as how the man as was found with- 
out a wedding garment was cast out into ex- 
terior darkness.”” Surely our dissenting 
brethren can never be serious in exposi 
the infallible word of God to be thus mangle 
and distorted into every shape, which the 
most extravagant imagination can conjure, 
But they would say that my poor man was 
but half-witted. Be it so; are such then to 
be excluded from every resource of saving 
those precious souls, which their Almighty 
Father has deposited in their hands, and of 
which he will one day demand a most rigo- 
rous account? Qh, no, they dare not, they 
cannot without blasphemy, so far impeach 
the divine justice! 

But, Mr. Editor, the truth is, that he who, 
when left to the unbridled dictates of his own 
fancy, forged a religion, till now unheard of, 
has, by applying to that church, which an all- 
wise and omnipotent God is pledged to sup- 
port, become acquainted not only with the 
first principles of his duty to God and man, 
but made rapid improvement in the most 
sublime of all sciences—the science of the 
saints. Your’s,&e. J. M. 
Chaddesly Dec. 19, 1818. [Orthodox Journ.} 
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On the Assumption of Our Lapy. 
An unpublished Poem by Southell. 


If sin be captive, grace must find release; 

From curse of sin the innocent is free: 
Tomb—prison—is for sinners that decease— 

No tomb, but throne to guiltless doth agree. 
Though thralls of sin lie ling’ring in the grave, 
Yet faultless corse with soul reward must crave: 
The dazzled eye doth dimmed light require, 

And dying sights repose in shrouding shades; 
But eagles’ eyes to brightest light aspire, 

And living looks delight in lofty glades. 
Faint, winged fowl near ground do faintly fly, 
Our princely eagle soars into the sky. 

Son to her worth, Spouse to her love, attend; 

Prince to her throne, Queen to her heavenly king; 
Whose court with solemn pomp on her attends, 

And choirs of sp’rits with greeting notes do sing. 
Earth rend’reth up her undeserved prey ; 

Heaven claims its right, and bears the prize away. 
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